United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCICET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/085,217 



02/27/2002 



Sunit B. Mangalvedhekar 



014208.1482 (05-01-011) 



6980 



05/16/2006 



46629 7590 

BAKER BOTTS, LLP 

2001 ROSS AVENUE, 6TH FLOOR 

DALLAS, TX 75201 



EXAMINER 



COBY, FRANTZ 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2161 



DATE MAILED: 05/16/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summarv 

\s i i/v w nvlivfi WUIIIIIIHI If 


Application No. 

10/085,217 


Applicant(s) 

MANGALVEDHEKAR, SUNIT B. 


Examiner 

Frantz Coby 


Art Unit 

2161 . 





« The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 
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This is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on February 14, 2005 in which 
claims 1-32 are presented for examination. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-32 are pending, of which claims 1, 9, 16 and 25 are independent claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on the aforementioned date have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-4, 7-1 1,14- 
20, 23-29 and 32 under section 102(e) mailed on November 18, 2005 remains. Claims 
5-6, 12-13, 21-22, 30-31 remains objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The rejection follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-4, 7-11, 14-20, 23-29 and 32 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e)as being 
anticipated by Acharya et al. U.S. Patent no. 6,408,296. 

As per claims 1-3, 9-10, 16-19, 25-26, and 28 Acharya et al. disclose "a method 
for preparing files for storage in a server" by providing a server or a proxy machine to 
store prepared files (See Acharya et al. Abstract; Col. 2, lines 10-41), especially, the 
aspect of having a server or a proxy machine to use a look-up table which relates a 
logical link to an actual electronic address). In particular, Acharya et al. disclose the 
claimed limitations of "generating a profile for a selected file, the profile identifying at 
least one associated file to be accessed by the selected file" as an indirect link (See 
Acharya et al. Col. 3, lines 35-62). The applicant should duly note that Acharya et al. 
disclose a profile in the context of Applicant's invention because the Applicant describes 
a profile for a given file to be files that are immediately associated with the file (See 
Applicant's specification Page 11, line 31 -Page 12, line 1). In this case, the indirect link 
is the immediate file associated with the file in Acharya et al.; that therefore, falls in the 
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category of a profile. Last, Acharya et al. disclose the claimed feature of "transmitting, 
to a server, the selected file, the profile, and the at least one associated file" by 
providing mechanisms for transmitting files which link to indirect links over a 
communication network (See Acharya et al. Col. 2, lines 10-41 ; Col. 3, lines 53-62). 
Note that, when a file is transmitted, according to Acharya et al., the indirect link and 
associated files are transmitted with the file. 

As to the claimed limitations of "in response to identifying all the associated files, 
initiation downloading of all associated files from the server", Acharya et al. achieved 
this claimed limitations when the web server responds to file requests by transmitting 
the file identified in the URL via the internet to the proxy machine (Col. 3, lines 1-15). 
Notice, when data is being transmitted from a server machine to a proxy machine or a 
client machine, the act downloading data or files is achieved. 

As to the claimed feature of "providing a parent file having at least one level of 
descendent file", Acharya et al. provides a file having a descendent associated file such 
as the indirect link (See Col. 3, lines 44-47) 

As to a list of all the descendent files, Acharya et al. provides a look-up table 
storing all the logical links (associated with the indirect link) Col. 3, lines 49-62). 

As per claims 4, 1 1 , 20 and 29, most of the limitations of these claims have been 
noted in the rejection of claims 1-3, 9-10 16-19 and 25-26, 28 above. In addition, 
Acharya et al. disclose the claimed feature of "associating a globally unique identifier 
with each of the files, wherein the profile additionally identifies the at least one 
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associated file by the respective globally unique identifiers" as a logical reference 
associated with an indirect link having the format of http://www.bell- 
labs.com/user/mypapers (See Acharya et al. Col. 3, lines 40-47). 

As per claims 7-8 14-15, 23-24 and 32 most of the limitations of these claims 
have been noted in the rejection of claims 1-3, 9-1 0, 25-26, and 28 above. In addition, 
Acharya et al. disclosed a document manager at the server for indexing the profile 
through a look-up table, which stores the mapping of every logical reference (See 
Acharya et al. Col. 3,lines 53-62); and "storing at leas one associated file in a memory 
associated with a client under a local identifier" (See Acharya et al. Col. 3, line 11-15). 

As per claim 27, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1-3, 9-10 and 25-26, 28 above. In addition, Acharya et al. disclose 
the claimed feature of "a drawing package" since a user can request an image using the 
Web Browser running on the Web client (See Acharya et al. Col. 1, line 1-2). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5-6, 12-13, 21-22, 30-31 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art of record failed to show "after transmitting the selected file, the 
profile, and the at least one associated file, determining if any of the at least one 
associated file is a missing file, wherein the missing file is any of the at least one 
associated file that has a different identifier than the identifier used by the profile to 
identify the at least one associated file; and searching using a globally unique identifier 
associated with each of the at least one associated file, for the missing file". 

Remarks 

The Applicant argued that, "Acharya does not disclose, teach, or suggest 
generating a profile for a selected file, the profile identifying at least one associated file 
to be accessed by the selected file". The Examiner, on the other hand, disagrees with 
the preceding argument because Acharya et al. disclose "a method for preparing files 
for storage in a server" by providing a server or a proxy machine to store prepared files 
(See Acharya et al. Abstract; Col. 2, lines 10-41), especially, the aspect of having a 
server or a proxy machine to use a look-up table which relates a logical link to an actual 
electronic address). In particular, Acharya et al. disclose the claimed limitations of 
"generating a profile for a selected file, the profile identifying at least one associated file 
to be accessed by the selected file" as an indirect link (See Acharya et al. Col. 3, lines 
35-62). The applicant should duly note that Acharya et al. disclose a profile in the 
context of Applicant's invention because the Applicant describes a profile for a given file 
to be files that are immediately associated with the file (See Applicant's specification 
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Page 11, line 31 -Page 12, line 1). In this case, the indirect link is the immediate file 
associated with the file in Acharya et al.; that therefore, falls in the category of a profile. 
Last, Acharya et al. disclose the claimed feature of "transmitting, to a server, the 
selected file, the profile, and the at least one associated file" by providing mechanisms 
for transmitting files which link to indirect links over a communication network (See 
Acharya et al. Col. 2, lines 1 0-41 ; Col. 3, lines 53-62). Note that, when a file is 
transmitted, according to Acharya et al., the indirect link and associated files are 
transmitted with the file. 

The Applicant also argued that, "nothing in Acharya discloses, teaches, or 
suggests a profile that identifies files to be accessed by a selected file for which the 
profile was generated. Since nothing in Acharya discloses, teaches, or suggests either a 
profile identifying at least one associated file" or at least one associated file to be 
accessed by the selected file," as recited in Applicant's Claim 1, Acharya also cannot be 
said to disclose, teach, or suggest transmitting, to a server, the selected file, the profile, 
and the at least one associated file," as recited in Applicant's Claim 1". The Examiner 
disagrees with the preceding argument because as explained above, Acharya et al. 
disclose an indirect link that identifies a file to be retrieve; including, methodologies 
wherein a server transmits a web page containing an indirect link to a client 
responsively to the client's request, the user selects an indirect link at the client, the 
client transmits a logical reference associated with the indirect link to the server 
identified in the logical reference, the server identifies a current electronic address of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/085,217 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2161 

file identified by the logical reference and the server transmits the file identified by the 
electronic address to the client (See Acharya et al. Figure 3 and corresponding text). 
The applicant should duly note that Acharya et al. disclose a profile in the context of 
Applicant's invention because the Applicant describes a profile for a given file to be files 
that are immediately associated with the file (See Applicant's specification Page 1 1 , line 
31 -Page 12, line 1). In this case, the indirect link is the immediate file associated with 
the file in Acharya et al.; that falls in the category of a profile. This is, therefore, a clear 
indication of the Acharya's teachings of a profile that identifies files to be accessed by a 
selected file for which the profile was generated, and transmitting, to a server, the 
selected file, the profile, and the at least one associated file. 

The Applicant further argued, "There is no disclosure of after transmitting the 
selected file, the profile, and all of the associated files, initiating downloading of the 
selected file from the server; identifying all of the associated files by examining the 
profile; and in response to identifying all of the associated files, initiating downloading of 
all of the associated files from the server". However, as detailed the previous office 
action, Acharya et al. achieved the aforementioned claimed feature because when the 
web server responds to file requests the server transmitting the file identified in the URL 
via the internet to the proxy machine (Col. 3, lines 1-15). Notice, when data is being 
transmitted from a server machine to a proxy machine or a client machine, the act 
downloading data or files is achieved since downloading is to transfer a copy of a file 
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form a remote computer to the requesting computer by means of a modem or network 
or to send a block of data to a dependent device. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz Coby whose telephone number is 571 272 4017. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Saturday 3:00PM-10: 30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571 272 4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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